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ABSTRACT: Intergeneric hybrids between Saccharomyccopsis fiburigera KCTC 7393 and Saccharomyces
cerevisine KCTC 7049 (tyr-, ura-) were obtained by nuclear transfer technique. Nuclei isolated from the wild type
S. fiburigera strain were transfered into auxotrophic S. cerevisiae mutants and new strains showing an increased
starch degrading capability were selected. Maximum production of protoplasts was obtained from the treatment
with 0.1% Novozym 234 at 30°C for 90 min, and most effective osmotic stabilizer for the isolation of protoplasts
was 0.6 M KCI at pH 5.8. The frequency of protoplast regeneration was 14.64% under the conditions. Genectic
stability, conidial size, DNA content, and nuclear stain suggested that the fusants were aneuploidy. The specific
activity of c-amylase was observed to increase about 1.2~1.9 folds.

KEYWORDS: Saccharomycopsis fiburigera, Sacchromyces cerevisiae, Nuclear transfer, o-amylase

1

= % —f'v_— do] il epsEs delshed & o] maltose A]3] A|Z=Rokol| A o)Ll th(Barfoed, 1976). &
ZA e 7] 7] xbo v} vk ALE o u} A, v Ee] 9w AHE g Fejlols Solwlo] &
oo} walkS Eale] o]Fo]z] gkort AjH o g T80

g 54 AbEe] Aiksdlel A7 slgel

(EC 3.2.1.41), isoamylase(EC 3.2.1.68) S°2 W% w o} Eapg el xplollAe] A2 ubge] dasiA el wet
(1986; Schomburg and Salzmann, 1991) 7|5 S o) 4] N A A g3y} Ao Y {ARF ANFF 7)%o] o)Ly

33 qAo) A3} g4 7 1ol A|7| % g} (Yammamoto, T 9ok A A $3 714 polyethylen glycol(PEG) /\]—
53], a-amylases HH-olu} Fe|zZAL] FA Rl £-ol] 2]zl AlBo] 43 Xﬂ *"ELO] =2 TR o] F

amylose®} amylopectin®] o-1,4 glycoside Z &8 F-2+9]4 2-e By E 5 w9y AMFREL 2, E7ke] A zﬂ
o2 ek endoq o) FVpue) B 42 A W gate] o] %o] Hrk(lee a al, 1989). o F Fale] Uy
efe] AR Falshe AEAskEio]v] maltose S A FIee] FHEA AES 97 838 WhHEle] B

5ol 9lofa] ARARE WA A] -2
o] 7}sata AbgdA o {83k -T2
ol &= glgo] A= ch(Ferenczy, 1983).
%:TLg}_j_ .?d SR 617] & A2 Z X H;_}'oﬂ 3}@

olgler & o okAAle] =& B. licheniformis7} A= $atel] AMEE Tt A2 Abe]d $-3 A} markerE
o2 z8]¥Egdch(Hemandez and Pilt, 1975). 333 o- Zl WolFE ol gslol dl=d] okH e EA-{AAL
amylase®] 5718 Mool Al4 =& 4= g8 g Aol EAE Zha glR kel g3l olgshs whge] il of
7&31A] 23k whH el thermostable a-amylaseﬂw REA = Zroll= el gAY Ak 3] olHAH FR=
= AR H3Ae S RS gloere F8 a1 A8-717k0) A F3) A EHE DEe) vt ol=dt e

(19820 lste} 227 Awsgee], o] e sz

<E-mail: ygyang@mail.chosun.ac.kr>

399

alAj=e] B

ol&E 7 9)x Aol Ferenczy?) Pesti



400 THE KOREAN JOURNAL OF MYCOLOGY, 27(6), 1999

Tl QLT EdHold 22 A=t EA1E =43}
= HARET 43 ¥Ao] el o3l A==
JBAE FRYS ol 714l meh, B BTl
WA o)E o]-L3le] a-amylase AJALFQl Saccharomycopsis
&3} dF 74 HolFal Sccharomyces 49 FF&
g 5, 4¥9AA PTG AA2RA L QYRS FAs)
32, Age] £43 a-amylase A& &AJ31o] aramylase?]
AT Ak Al =31t
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B A2 7591 S. fiburigera, S. cerevisiae(tyr-,
ura-y= YM(Difco) AbH w 2]l Z}z} AF-3te] 30°Coll4]
447 AlhuloFgt F 4°Cell RAsPAA] ALS31odct. i)
A 2= YMulR| & ARSEt 2o, colony Z71E A¥ks}lr]
23l 0.2%2) oxgall g A 7}s)sic).

# 4w 2= dextrose 10 g, minimal salt stock solution
20 ml/l, ol v}E oofF @ F-E, 18] colonyd] F7|E
A|&s}7] $13te] sodium desoxycholate(SDC) 0.08%% &3
ato] A28t
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SHA B wiR] o] 5X10° cells/ml B =2 F& HE3)o]
30°CellA 184]7F wheFste] Ad3jt v} 1% Novozym
2342 Aelsle] 30°CollA] 247 WHE-A]7|HA] hemocy-
tometer = 1A A YIS AAstch AFAA ] A4
< a4 30%(w/v) sucrose -2-9-& w2 2. YA 2] (400 %
g, 30 min)3le] AFNg we ] FEA)7) 2 AT
o] £ERt UYPAAF AFMAA R HA-3] 53]
AYAA AL vhiA] ol =3} vl fgt ohS Lee 52 W
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E FAAF F, 2 mle] SMCI0.3M sucrose, 0.5 mM
MgCl, 0.1 mM CaClL)E A7}3}e] homogenizer2 33
AE A=lm, o e AR oo Fed
pelletel] 0.6 M sucrose7} A7}l SMC II(0.6 M sucrose, 0.5
mM MgClL, 0.1 mM CaCl) 2 ml& 7}sle] A=A 7] =
sucrose discontinuous gradientel] A1 2 0.36 mig 7}8)}aL &
4] F-2](Beckman, 9,000X g, 60 min)3}3ich. o)& A 3}
-2 nuclear pellet-g- 1 ml2] 0.6 M KClI -§-<Hof| aj&et A
A 4Co) wAsT o) F €4 Lel8 Ao AHgsiel
PR A7 223 ok S. fibuligera®] 33} oF
QA ®o|Fael S cerevisize?] AYFAAES 2+t 1 miX
st ARk o9 ZE oz ezl
pelletel] 30% PEG £ (MW 6,000, 10 mM CaCl,, 0.05 M
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108-7F ¥hA17] %= 0.06 M KCIZ A3 3}e] 2h¢l8 <bA
2|9} 14 FHawlA) 2 A, FaeiR|o 27 =)
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223} Na-DNA typelll(Sigma)Z 5 mM NaOHol| 314 2
2 438 & 10% perchloric acid 2 FZ3}o] ARg-313it).
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ZF4 gAoa Algslgr). g-amylased] EA FAEE
2A371908 71 2= 1% 7H8A A E-& A3l amylase
helixol] ¢§3F& F= jodined ARE3l= ¥HY (Hernandez
and Pilt, 1975)& o] &3leich.
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2 miE o] & £33 & Aol 1587 wkAslgic) 1
£o18 spectrophotometer(Kontron Co.)Z AR&-3}e] w7
570 nmell A FFEE SAsIch 1 units FA 274
13 Eo 7184 A B0 2 HE] glucose 1.0 mgs APAlsH=
A4 oko 7 AAslgony whlAl AL bovine serum
albumin(BSA)S- ¥& A| 22 AME-3lY Lowry W (Lowry
et al., 1951) 2.2 &A 39}
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otolrr] ¢l Laemmli ¥} (Laemmli, 1970)ef £]3}]
SDS-PAGEE- A|8&l9it}. &, A7) d% gel£= 10% poly-
acrylamide gel-2- A8-3}9337, stacking gelelA] 100 V,
seperating gel 150 V& F )3} Coomassie brilliant blue
R-2502 2 945 SHA|A bands HAsigiT Ex)=k
Z3-& $13F molecular weight size marker 3= phosphory-
lase B(MW 97,400), BSAMMW 66,000), glutamate dehy-
drogenase(MW 55,000), ovalbumin(MW 43,000), aldolase
(MW 40,000), carbonic anhydrase(MW 31,000), soybean
trypsin  inhibitor(MW  21,500), lysozyme(MW 14,300)
(Promega)S A-&-3t5ith.
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o} 2 A3} wkAl ko] 10420 el Fhg e QA -
g8 Uepigen, ue] d5e e Z7) s
ek wqt, AAA WAol AL nlAE ARebYA e
F5H (KCl, (NH.),SOs, sorbitol, mannitol), 5% (0.4 M,
0.6 M) &35 ZAF}e] Fig. 20l Vehigich. & Ag el A
+ 1% Novozym 2345 Ag]dle] 247k S9F uh$-A] 7S
o) S. fiburigera®} 73-%- 0.6 M (NH,:.SO»l14 93.6%, 0.6 M
KClol| 4] 91.5% <22 %A velyton], 0.4 M mannitolo]]
A 7P G2 B8-S Jelgith S, cerevisiaed] 73-%- 0.6
M KClo| A 96.7%% 71 A Veldad) $7F 258 &
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Fig. 1. Effect of age of Sacchromycopsis fiburigera and Sac-
charomyces cerevisiae on protoplast yield.
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Fig. 2. Effect of osmotic stabilizers on protoplast yield of S. fi-
burigera and S. cerevisiae.

o= Aspergillus <, Penicillium <, Geotrichum <5 1)
31 Saccharomyces < S-9A] 0.6~0.8 M KClo| 7}3 £&
EEES ¥ wael fA1sledek(Lim, 1996; Yang et
al., 1989). w3l Axe Biral AL 750 98z
A Aol slel 7H w@e] o]-4E i gl Novozym 234
(Novo.Co.Y5 0.2~2.0%2 A Z3te] AH3 432 Fig. 3¢
vrebfgdet. 0.6 M KCIE ARFQIA Al 2 ARS-8le] 2A4]7F 5
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8.3x 10" pts/mlZ 7} ot om 1% AL wr) ol
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(Van den Borek ef al.,, 1979)2] 342 B A v} =
2 HAEE ehig o}, Novozym 234% P. chrysogenum
o M7 319 A9 3.79%x 10 pts/ml, A. nigeroll A= 1.6%
107 pts/m/(Kirimura et al., 1986), chitinase®} hemicellulase
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Fig. 3. Effect of enzyme (Novozym 234) concentration on pro-
toplast yield of S. fiburigera and S. cerevisiae.
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Fig. 4. Effect of digestion time on protoplast yield of S. fiburi-
gera and S. cerevisiae.
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Aztel Z o)z} §lgla, P. verruculosumol) A A%
a4 M AI 7S st AHAA AP Eo| o}
th= Ha(Kim, 1988)0} & Al A4S y2sle] 44
A7rg 90R-2 2 3}drt. ekxd Sterphenz}t Nasim(1981)
S. alluvius$} Sch. pombed| A BFE-A)7F 3086l 90% o]
ol HAAES wlvks Aapuohes XX 7ke] AR,
Aspergillus 43}, Penicillium <-(Rho, 1991)2] ¥ 316} u}2
2417 Bk Al Al7be] Aoleh AMRMAAY] £/ 4 F
Lo} 3 LFAA @A Fod g1eF 4wzl pHe
g 32] i3t AF}E Fig. 4o vtehi gl pH 5.5-6.0 Alo)
o] WAl AFAA Aol & ZoF vehtor 1
ZFol|A pH 5.80] A4l Zl o2 et} Trichoderma &
(Hong et al., 1984) Penicillium <-(Kim, 1988)cl|4] Z}z}
pH 55-599x HAgAA HAEe] ks 2ue}
Aspergillus <ol A E1} 2= pH7} 5.80]1¢ivh= H i (Lim,
1996; Rho, 1991)¢} A&} dxslsic). o|8)dt An= A%
W ool Bojsha BaYRe) Hakgo] pHet 3] o
FAA W] B pHo vgto = Q3] A
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Table 1. Effect of osmotic stabilizers on protoplast regeneration
of S. fiburigera and S. cerevisiae

Regeneration frequency (%)*

Osmotic stabilizer

S. fiburigera S. cerevisiae

0.4 M (NH,),SO, 2.17 1.87
0.6 M (NH,),SO, 9.08 9.68
0.4 M KCl1 252 2.82
0.6 M KCIl 14.13 14.64
0.4 M Mannitol 0.91 1.34
0.6 M Mannitol 7.83 7.03
0.4 M Sorbitol 1.41 3.60
0.6 M Sorbitol 6.80 7.10

7% A¥AA ¥ FFAUA 0.6 M (NH,),S0. Bl 0.6
M KClelA o] #& AAE& 2. o]e} vk 04 M
FE2 (NH,).S0, KCl, mannitol, sorbitol F-& | 4-&-o]
2333 A vehgdct. A3 A S-S Table 1o e}
Wel=sl 06 M KCl\A S, fiburigera7} 14.1%, S.
cerevisigeZ7} 14.6% % 714 =4 vrelyte}. AR Ao 2]
gl AN AEL T harzianum QA3 A 2|Z 0.6 M sorbitol= ]
2]8}91-& ] 0.68%(Sivan et al, 1990) A. oryzael|A] 0.6
M KC12] ¢ 1.46~13%, S. cerevisized| A= 0.6 M (NH,)
2SO A A AEo] 21%Ye] Hu=Egicklee, 1989). Rho
(1991)= A. oryzaedl|A] 0.6 M KCIE A-8-3)91-8 7% 15~
25%2) AMAEL Bastedch oleld ARE Tl BE
ANAEe] ARFAA L Fel w=t A7) oS d 9
Ak

sio|oll ofst &ZEC| A

FRlo]ol 2)gt P44 3-S Sandwich method 2 3 X121
vl © 2 Saccharomyces <3} Trichoderma < % Asper-
gillus <ol A A3k ¥l (Yang et al., 1989y A-£-3}9 S,
fiburigera oFA3 T2 5 JAAIE 93 A& TE
28l 3AAE) A7) 32 8= S, cerevisiae2] Y AAE
HAAZF o] FAAIS P3lz, vhA ol 2]ste] A
&S A3t

NG LA Abe] FAS - el Ape] FAS
ARG Az e FA - AR FAF

S. fiburigera oFX)4-5-2} S. cerevisiae 93 ¥ QA WHolF7k
o] A AL AAT A oF 025% A= FAA
H8-& et 0|21t Ad= A, nidulans 5149} o}A)
Y e AR AZE o PAAEo] 4.8%(Yang
et al., 1989), T. koningii oFd3-2} o] CUT 121 A}o]
oll4] 31%(Sivan et al., 1990) Bt} gkor} A usamii CM
3113} A. oryzae 611 AlololjA] 2] 32 5Hg-0] 0.17%(Rho,
19910 Athe Bare} vjs=slgit. o] efzto] b2 A%}
& &7 PAAF o= I3 Bk A Algnby
Ae] Fo]o) 7)Q1% A2 AhgAch

100



Intergeneric Hybrid Constructed by Nuclear Transfer of Saccharomycopsis into Saccharomyces 403

EEo| Ba| o 2y
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A5HE Table 26] Lepujelizel] Table 2A0] i v}o} 7
o] HzwAe] nEeh Aol FHHY WAL 7|2
T UEE dorh w3 FHA wiAAbelA ok $3AE
10 7tA o7 ZAwjA|Atell 43 oA subculturedt A}
(Table 2B) A}d HAlF-2)7} doffi= §o] 1% oW 2 )
9 oA Alo] 9= 94~ 5 MN-7, MN-8, MN-16, MN-25,
MN-29 58] 5355 #E Ausledv). wat wiro} g
Z15tA)2] DNA ?\‘}%h% AF=7] AAE v|awste] Table
3oll Ye}sd =1 haploida] S. cerevisiae®} S. fiburigera B
o} ®0ashle) Qo DNA geol Wekos] MN-16,
MN-19 A$-= 235 DNASe] 217} 31.49} 23.5 fafcello]
H|s] 107.4 fg/celli ok 1.58] Z=718F 7l o2 Hol ane-
uploids) & 4 9ledeh. A4 sho wlasto] & Aug
Fig. 5¢l| L1rF/‘rLﬂoqb ) FAAFA 9] o] BT u]s}oq
ARV f7F 2 A2 mydrl o] Bai(1987)¢]

a7

Table 2. Genetic stability of selected intergeneric hybrids of S.
fiburigera and S. cerevisiae

(A) Colony number after one month cultivation on CM and MM

. Colony number (X 10°) on Percent

Strain -
CM MM auxotroph
MN-7 2.55 2.56 04
MN-8 2.88 2.88 0
MN-16 6.12 6.12 0
MN-19 8.02 7.90 1.5
MN-25 291 291 0
MN-29 3.80 3.80 0
(B) Genetic stability

) Percent auxotroph

Strain
on CM on MM

MN-7 1.0 0
MN-8 23.0 12.0
MN-16 11.7 2.1
MN-19 8.8 34
MN-25 75 22
MN-29 8.3 34

Table 3. Size, volume and DNA content of S. fiburigera and
S. cerevisiae and their intergeneric hybrids

Strain Diameter Volume DNA content
(um) (um’) (fg/cell)

S. fiburigera 5.32X6.88 75.89 314

S. cerevisiae 4.65%3.88 36.63 235
MN-7 6.37x7.84 169.30 98.4
MN-8 6.62x7.20 164.90 99.2
MN-16 6.37x8.09 171.87 107.4
MN-19 6.38x8.17 169.80 105.2
MN-25 5.37X6.66 100.50 75.7
MN-29 6.38x7.74 168.30 102.8

Candida £7¢ A3 AA| §3, Yang £(1989)2] Aspergillus
23} Penicillium %7 $0]8] AzhelT fAlsIT). wak
watael PAAGA Ale] o] Az 84 wh o] SDS-
PAGEE 3&‘3& AFNE Fig. 6°ll epfisi=dl, 2o} 3
AAGA Ato|e] AEe] 84 Ao ofake rlE A
vebdol dubdoz A= migRe) clekst

—&— S.cerevisiae —8— S fiburigera

8

2 gl

/2]

= 7
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& s}

“r—\
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Q:4r

- X

(=] 3t

™)
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§
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Fig. 5. Effect of pH on protoplast yield of S. fiburigera and S.
cerevisiae.

Fig. 6. Photomicrographs of nuclei of S. fiburigera and S. cerev-
isiae and their intergeneric hybrids. A: S. fiburigera, B: S.
cerevisiae, C-G: intergeneric hybrids.
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band % §AIS1RL.00 S, fiburigera FAFT} SAFSIREE. o]
2 Avke waFe SdnAel 7 g Wy 44
o 2a)7) 4] TR27oll 7)alat Aol Q) Ao wel}.

Table 4. Extracellular a-amylase activity of S. fiburigera and
S. cerevisige and their intergeneric hybrids

. Enzyme Protein Specific
Strain .. . . .
acitivty (unit) content (mg) activity (unit/mg)

S. fiburigera 38.6 15.1 2.56
S. cerevisiae 13.2 15.7 0.84
MN-7 44.2 13.3 332
MN-8 54.3 14.9 3.64
MN-16 63.8 13.2 4.83
MN-19 58.3 141 4.13
MN-25 59.7 16.3 3.66
MN-29 62.3 15.5 4.01
MN-34 60.2 15.3 3.93

Fig. 7. SDS-PAGE patterns of total soluble protein of S. fiburi-
gera and S. cerevisiae and their intergeneric hybrids.
Lane, 1: Marker, 2: S. fiburigera, 3-9: intergeneric hy-
brids, 10: S. cerevisiae.

Fig. 8. a-Amylase activity of S. fiburigera and S. cerevisiae and
their intergeneric hybrids on iodine plate assay. A: S.
cerevisiae, B-H: intergeneric hybrids, I: S. fiburigera.

EEIMEHA|O| a-amylase &M

ZaFet HAATA ] o-amylase TS ST AIE
Table 4] el =d] 8. fiburigera2} S. cerevisiae®] &
AolollA dejzl FAAFAELE nHEA =7} 3.32~4.83
units/mg 2 ZFF2] 2.563} 0.84 units/mg ¥t} 2F 1.2~1.9
w S7H S el

ARLHsls G7F AANA B4 FAZAAE Fig. 7ol
ehliledl o AF dojxl FAA A 2] oramylase @A o]
2 vlElA F5-5 45 Uz 53] MN-163 MN-
19914 ¥l Fr3He ele] aramylase 84547 o
&g o 9l

2 o

o-Amylase JAFH o] §-523F op <l S. fiburigera®| 3
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